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DOCKET NO. WS -01303A-16-0145IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
EPCOR WATER ARIZONA INC. FOR A
DETERMINATION OF THE CURRENT FAIR
VALUE OF ITS UTILITY PLANT AND PROPERTY
AND FOR INCREASES/DECREASES IN ITS
RATES AND CHARGES BASED THEREON FOR
UTILITY SERVICE BY ITS AGUA FRIA,
ANTHEM, MOHAVE, SUN CITY, AND SUN CITY
WEST WASTEWATER DISTRICTS AND FOR
CONSIDERATION OF CONSOLIDATION AND
DE-CONSOLIDATION PROPOSALS. PROCEDURAL ORDER

6

7

8

9

1 0

1 1

1 2

1 3

14 On April 29, 2016, EPCOR Wate r Arizona , Inc. ("EPCOR") filed with the  Arizona  Corpora tion

15 Commiss ion ("Commiss ion") an applica tion for a  de te rmina tion of the  fa ir va lue  of its  utility plant and

property and for increases /decreases  in its  ra tes  and charges  for wastewate r utility se rvice  in its  Agua

16 Fria , Anthe m, Moha ve , S un City, a nd S un City We s t Wa s te wa te r Dis tricts  a nd for cons ide ra tion of

17 consolida tion a nd re consolida tion proposa ls . The  Commiss ion's  Utilitie s  Divis ion ("S ta ff') is sue d a

18 Le tte r of Sufficiency rega rding the  applica tion on May 27, 2016, and a  P rocedura l Orde r was  is sued

19 on June 3, 2016, scheduling the  hearing in this  matter to commence on January 23, 2017.

20 Since  June 3, 2016, intervention has been granted to Sun City Home Owners Associa tion ("Sun

21 City HOA"), Fre de rick Botha , Ve rra do Community Associa tion, Inc. ("Ve rra do"), DMB Ve rra do Golf

22 I LLC ("Ve rra do Golf'), Ve rra do ARC LLC ("Ve rra do ARC"), We s te rn Infra s tructure  S us ta ina bility

23 Effort ("WIS E"), Dougla s  Edwa rds , Dia ne  S mith, Corte  Be lla  Country Club Associa tion ("CBCCA"),

24 the  Re s ide ntia l Utility Consume r Office  ("RUCO"), the  P rope rty Owne rs  a nd Re s ide nts  Associa tion

25 of S un City We s t ("S CW P ORA"), the  Cros s  Rive r Home owne rs  Associa tion ("Cros s  Rive r HOA"),

26 the  Anthe m Community Council, Inc. ("Anthe m"), Willa rd R. Ha nse n, the  Arizona  Inve s tme nt Council

27 ("AIC"), the  Russe ll Ra nch Home owne rs ' Associa tion, Inc. ("Russe ll Ra nch HOA"), Miche lle  Ha rris ,

28
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1 S te phe n L. Frible y, the  City of Phoe nix ("City"), a nd the  GP0-18 Condominium Associa tion ("GPO-

2 l 8"). Additiona lly, cons e nt to e ma il s e rvice  ha s  be e n a pprove d for the  S un City HOA, Mr. Botha ,

3 Ve rra do, Ve rra do Golf, Ve rra do ARC, Mr. Edwa rds , Ms . S mith, CBCCA, S CW P ORA, the  Cros s

4 Rive r HOA, Anthe m, EP COR, AIC, the  Rus s e ll Ra nch HOA, the  City, S ta ff, Mr. S ible y, a nd GP O-

5 1 8 .

6

7 On Augus t 24, 2016, S ta ff file d S ta ff's  Re que s t for a  Modifica tion of the  P roce dura l Orde r

8 ("Sta fFs  Request"), revea ling tha t the  S ta ff engineer origina lly ass igned to this  case  had commenced

9 dis cus s ions  re ga rding e mployme nt with EP COR in June  2016 a nd tha t S ta ff ha d a s s igne d a nothe r

10 engineer to commence a  new engineering evaluation and requesting that the  procedural schedule  in this

l l ma tte r be  a djus te d to a llow a dditiona l time  for this  e va lua tion due  to the  "inhe re nt conflict." S ta ff

12 proposed a  schedule  tha t would extend each established deadline  by approximate ly three  to four weeks

13 and would have  the  hea ring commence  on Februa ry 13, 2017. S ta ff s ta ted tha t it had contacted a ll

14 pa rtie s  who had opted into ema il se rvice  and tha t RUCO, Mr. Fribley, the  Cross  Rive r HOA, CBCCA,

15 the  City, SCW PORA, the  Sun City HOA, and Anthem did not oppose  Sta ff' s  Request.

16 On August 29, 2016, EPCOR filed a  Response  to Staff" s  Motion for Extension of Time, s ta ting

17 tha t EPCOR is  se ns itive  to S ta ff"s  conce rns  but be lie ve s  tha t S ta ff"s  Re que s t is  pre ma ture . EPCOR

18 sta ted tha t EPCOR had discussed the  issue  with S ta ff in June  2016, had de layed the  engineer's  s ta rt

19 da te  by three  weeks  to a llow S ta ff additiona l time  to trans ition employees  a ss igned to this  ma tte r, and

20 had offe red and is  willing to work with S ta ff to accommoda te  prompt scheduling of any additiona l fie ld

21 review necessita ted by the assignment of a  different Staff engineer. EPCOR stated that Staff' s  Request

22 is  premature  because  the  due  da te  for S ta ff and Inte rvenor Direct Tes timony is  more  than two months

23 away and may a llow sufficient time  to conduct the  engineering review. EPCOR furthe r s ta ted tha t the

24 appropria te  time  for S ta ff to request any extension needed would be  close r to the  November 16, 2016,

25 de a dline . In ca se  de nia l of S ta ff's  Re que s t we re  not to be  gra nte d, howe ve r, EP COR propose d a n

26 a lte rna te  sche dule  with mos t de a dline s  se t s e ve ra l da ys  e a rlie r tha n those  propose d by S ta ff a nd a

27 he a ring be ginning on Fe brua ry 6, 2017. EP COR a ls o re que s te d tha t a  proce dura l confe re nce  be

2 8 s che dule d to a ddre s s  a ny continue d dis pute s  ove r S ta ff" s  Re que s t.

I. S ta ffs  Reques t for Modifica tion  of P rocedura l Schedule

2
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1

2

3

4

Discuss ion & Re solution

Under EPCOR's  proposed schedule , the  hearing in this  matte r would commence  on the  same

da te  a s  the  hea ring for anothe r Class  A utility ra te  case  (Southwest Gas  Corpora tion, Docke t No. G-

01551A-16-0107 ("SW Gas  ma tte r")). Although it currently appea rs  tha t this  ma tte r and the  SW Gas

5 ma tte r ove rla p only in the  pa rticipa tion a nd re pre se nta tion of RUCO, ha ving two Cla s s  A utility ra te

6 cases  commence  in Phoenix on the  same da te  is  like ly to present logis tica l issues  due  to the  number of

7 members  of the  public in a ttendance  a t each as  we ll a s  resource  issues  for court reporte rs , pa rticula rly

8 if e xpe dite d tra ns cripts  a re  re que s te d in e ithe r ca s e . Due  to the s e  pra ctica l conce rns , it would be

9 imprudent to schedule  the  hea ring in this  ma tte r to commence  on the  same  da te  a s  the  hea ring in the

10 S W Ga s  ma tte r.

l l S ta ffs  proposed schedule  avoids  the  concerns  associa ted with concurrent firs t days of hearing

12 and, of course , a lso mee ts  S ta ffs  a sse rted need for additiona l time , something tha t S ta ff is  in the  bes t

13 pos ition to judge . Additiona lly, it is  worth noting tha t S ta ffs  Re que s t wa s  not ma de  due  to S ta ff s

14 fa ilure  to devote  adequa te  re sources  to this  ma tte r, but ins tead because  of a  legitima te  concern about

15 conflict of inte res t caused by EPCOR's  hiring of the  S ta ff enginee r origina lly a ss igned to this  ma tte r.

16 In light of the  reason for S ta ffs  Reques t, the  concerns  with EPCOR's  proposed schedule , and

17 the  va lue  in providing a ll pa rtie s  with a  modifie d proce dura l s che dule  a s  s oon a s  pos s ible  to a llow

18 opportunitie s  for pla nning, it is  re a sona ble  a nd a ppropria te  to gra nt S ta ffs  Re que s t he re in without

19 holding a  procedura l confe rence  for additiona l discuss ion. Furthe r, it is  necessa ry and appropria te  to

20 e xte nd the  Commiss ion's  time  fra me  for this  ma tte r by 24 da ys , the  diffe re nce  in time  be twe e n the

21 anticipa ted end da te  of the  origina lly scheduled hearing and the  hearing as  rescheduled here in, and to

22 re ta in the  January 23, 2017, hearing da te  for the  purpose  of accepting public comment.

23

24 On Augus t 29, 2016, Mr. Botha  file d a  docume nt re que s ting tha t EP COR be  ins tructe d to

25 provide  specific informa tion to a ll consumers  and tha t RUCO be  ins tructed "to compare  the  va lue  for

26 consumers  of this  information ... with the  20 l5 te s t information tha t RUCO reques ted Epcor to provide

27 for this  ca se " ("Mr. Botha 's  Re que s t"). In his  pra ye r for re lie f Mr. Botha  spe cifica lly re que s te d:

28

II. Mr. Bo tha 's  Re que s t fo r In fo rma tion
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1
Accordingly, p le a s e  will J udge Ha rpring re que s t Epcor to  provide  the
following informa tion for wa te r a nd wa s te wa te r ba s e d on the ir propos e d
capita l upgrades  through 2021 and 2026 and a ls o reques t RUCO to compare
th e  va lu e  o f th is  in fo rm a tio n  with  th e  2 0 1 5  te s t in fo rm a tio n  th a t th e y
re que s te d from Epcor in this  ca s e :

a re ve nue  incre a s e s , including fa ir va lue  ra te  ba s e , re ve nue  incre a s e
a nd pe rce nta ge  incre a s e , inc luding the  dolla r a mounts  of the  pe rce nta ge
increa s e by d is tric t

b c u rre n t re s id e n tia l ra te ,  th e s ta n d -a lo n e  p ro p o s e d  ra te  a n d
cons olida te d ra te , including a ny pha s e -in ra te s  if a ppropria te , by dis trict

c curre nt re s ide ntia l ra te  a nd propos e d re cons olida te d re s ide ntia l ra te ,
by wa s te wa te r tre a tme nt fa cility

S imila r forma ts , us ing te s t da ta  from 2015, ha ve  a lre a dy be e n us e d in  a
brochure  s e nt by Epcor to a ll cons ume rs .

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10 On S e pte mbe r 6 , 2016, EP COR file d a  Re s pons e  to  Mr. Botha 's  Filing, re que s ting tha t Mr.

11 Botha 's  Re que s t be  de nie d a s  to EP COR. EP COR obi e cte d to the  informa tion s ought by Mr. Botha  a s

12 irre le va nt (a s  to wa te r dis trict informa tion) a nd s pe cula tive  a nd not ca lcula te d to le a d to the  dis cove ry

13 of a dmis s ible  e vide nce  (a s  to  proje c tions  of ra te s  a nd re ve nue s  in  future  te s t ye a rs  a s  a  me a ns  to

14 compa re  the  ra te s  to the  curre nt ca s e ). EP COR a ls o a s s e rte d tha t the  brochure  re fe re nce d by Mr. Botha

15 wa s  the  cus tome r notice  pre s cribe d by P roce dura l Orde r, tha t EP COR ha d e xpla ine d to Mr. Botha  tha t

16 it could  not pre d ic t 2021 ra te s  with  ce rta in ty, tha t EP COR ha d  provide d  Mr. Botha  with  pro je c te d

17 wa s te wa te r ca pita l e xpe nditure s  for the  ne xt te n ye a rs  (informa tion tha t ha d pre vious ly be e n provide d

18 to Mr. Botha  with EP COR's  workpa pe rs ), tha t EP COR ha d me t with Mr. Botha  on four occa s ions  to

19 give  a  de ta ile d e xpla na tion of the  informa tion in EP COR's  workpa pe rs  a nd to e xpla in the  ra te ma king

20 proc e s s  a nd  the  de ta il o f p re vious  ra te  a pp lic a tions ,  a nd  tha t Mr. Bo tha  ha d  be e n  p rovide d  the

21 informa tion ne ce s s a ry to ma ke  proje ctions  ba s e d on his  own a s s umptions  (a s  ha d othe r inte rve ne rs

22 upon re que s t).

23 Dis cus s ion & Re s olution

24 Mr.  Bo th a 's  Re q u e s t is  e s s e n tia lly a  d is c o ve ry m o tio n  a n d ,  a s  s u c h ,  s h o u ld  h a ve  b e e n

25 a ccompa nie d by a  s e pa ra te  s ta te me nt ce rtifying tha t a fte r pe rs ona l cons ulta tion a nd good fa ith e fforts

26 to do s o, Mr. Botha  a nd EP COR a nd Mr. Botha  a nd RUCO ha d be e n una ble  to re s olve  the ir dis cove ry

27 dis pute  s a tis fa ctorily. (See Arizona  Rule s  of Civil P roce dure  26(g), 37(a ).) In s pite  of this  omis s ion,

28

4



DOCKET NO. ws -01303A_16-0145

1 however, both for the  sake  of e fficiency and because  it is  appa rent tha t Mr. Botha  and EPCOR have

2 a lre a dy e nga ge d in dis cus s ion re ga rding the  informa tion re que s te d, Mr. Botha 's  Re que s t will be

3 addressed and resolved herein.

4 The  dis cove ry proce s s  is  inte nde d to a llow pa rtie s  to pre pa re  for he a ring by le a rning the

5 pos itions  a nd supporting docume nts  of the  othe r pa rtie s , the re by minimizing surprise  a nd incre a s ing

6 the  e fficiency of hea rings . Discove ry is  not intended to be  used by one  pa rty to require  anothe r pa rty

7 to pe rform ana lyses  tha t the  othe r pa rty would not have  engaged in othe rwise .

8 As a  precursor to discussing the  specifics  of Mr. Botha 's  Request, it is  a lso he lpful to recognize

9 tha t the  Commiss ion e s tablishes  a  utility's  ra te s  and cha rges  based upon ana lys is  of a  pa s t l2-month

10 period re ferred to as  a  his toric tes t year ("tes t year").1 The  tes t year revenues, expenses , and ra te  base

l l a re  used, with pro forma  adjus tments  for known and measurable  changes , to de te rmine  the  leve l of

12 re ve nue s  re quire d by a  utility. The  spe cific ra te  de s ign is  e s ta blishe d to me e t the  le ve l of re ve nue s

13 re quire d a nd a fte r cons ide ra tion of fa ctors  such a s  cos t of se rvice  a nd gra dua lism. A utility's  future

14 pla ns  a re  ofte n dis cus se d in a  ra te  ca se , but unle s s  immine nt a nd thus  known a nd me a sura ble  for

15 purposes of pro forma adjustments , genera lly do not directly impact the  ra tes  and charges tha t result.

16 Mr. Botha  e sse ntia lly ha s  re que s te d tha t EPCOR be  re quire d, ba se d upon propose d ca pita l

17 upgra de s  through 2021 a nd 2026, to proje ct wa te r a nd wa s te wa te r re ve nue  incre a se s  (dolla rs  a nd

18 pe rce nta ge ), ra te  ba s e , a nd ra te s , with a nd without cons olida tion, a nd tha t RUCO be  re quire d to

19 compa re  the se  figure s  with the  te s t ye a r informa tion tha t RUCO ha s  re que s te d from EP COR in this

20 ma tte r. EPCOR ha s  not pe rforme d the se  proje ctions  a nd cons ide rs  the  re que s te d informa tion to be

21 ove rly s pe cula tive  a nd, a s  to wa te r utility ope ra tions , irre le va nt. RUCO ha s  not re s ponde d to Mr.

22 Botha 's  Re que s t. EP COR ha s  provide d Mr. Botha  with the  informa tion conce rning pla nne d ca pita l

23 upgra de s  upon which EP COR would ba s e  its  own proje ctions  if EP COR we re  to pe rform s uch

24 proje ctions .

25 Be ca us e  the  re que s te d proje ctions  a nd a na lys e s  conce rning wa te r utility ope ra tions  a re

26 irre levant to this  was tewa te r utility ra te  ca se , tha t portion of Mr. Botha 's  Reques t is  denied.

27

28 1 See A.A.c. R14-2-103.

5



Occurrence or Item Due Orig ina l Da te /s New Date/s
Sta ff and Inte rvenor Direct Tes timony
(other than ra te  design) November 16, 2016 December 14, 2016

Sta ff and Inte rvenor Direct Tes timony
(ra te  design) November 23, 2016 December 21, 2016

EPCOR Rebutta l Tes timony De ce mbe r 16, 20i6 J anus 13, 2017
Sta ff and Inte rvenor Surrebutta l Tes timony January 6, 2017 Janus 25, 2017
EPCOR Re joinde r Tes timony January 16, 2017 Fe b ru a 3, 2017
S umma rie s  of Te s timony, S ubs ta ntive  Corre ctions ,
Revis ions , or Supplements  to Pre filed Testimony January 18, 2017 Fe brua ry 6, 2017

Objections to P re file dPre -Hea ring conference ,
Te s timony or Exhibits January 19, 2017 Februa ry 7, 2017

Hearing Commences January 23, 2017 Fe b ru a 13, 2017

DOCKET no. WS -01303A-16-0145

1 Because  EPCOR has  provided Mr. Botha  the  informa tion tha t EPCOR would use  if it were  to

2 pe rform its  own a na lyse s  to proje ct re ve nue s  a nd ra te s  through 2021 a nd 2026, to the  e xte nt tha t is

3 poss ible , the  remainder of Mr. Botha 's  Request is  a lso denied. Ne ithe r EPCOR nor any othe r pa rty to

4 this  matte r can accura te ly predict wha t capita l upgrades  will actua lly be  made  to EPCOR's  wastewate r

5 systems in the next 10 years, what other circumstances may arise  impacting revenues and expenses for

6 the  next 10 yea rs , or whe the r EPCOR will file  one  or more  was tewa te r utility ra te  ca ses  be tween now

7 a nd 2026. The  proje ctions  re que s te d by Mr. Botha  would be  pure ly s pe cula tive  a nd of little  if a ny

8 value  in establishing just and reasonable  ra tes  and charges and te rms and conditions of service  in this

9 matte r, and requiring EPCOR to crea te  such projections  would place  an undue  burden upon EPCOR.

10 IT IS  THEREFORE ORDERED tha t the pre-hearing conference in this  ma tte r scheduled for

11 J anuary 19, 2017, is  he reby vaca ted.

12 IT IS  FURTHER ORDERED tha t the J a nua ry 23, 2017, he a ring da te  in this  ma tte r s ha ll

13 convene as scheduled for the  purpose  of taking public  comment only.

14 IT IS  FURTHER ORDERED tha t the

15 2017, are  hereby vacated.

16 IT IS  FURTHER ORDERED tha t the  procedura l schedule  in this  ma tte r is  he reby modified a s

1 7  fo llo ws :

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25 IT IS  FURTHER ORDERED tha t the pre-hearing conference in this  ma tte r sha ll commence

2 6  a t 1:00 p .m. on Fe b ru a ry 7 , 2017, in Hearing Room No. 2 a t the  Commiss ion's  offices  a t 1200 West

27 Wa shington S tre e t, Phoe nix, Arizona  85007.

28

hearing dates of January 24 through February 3,

6



DOCKETNO. WS -01303A-16-0145

on

S tre e t, P hoe nix, Arizona  85007, a nd s ha ll comme nce  in the  s a me  loca tion a t 9:00 a .m. on e a ch

subsequent hearing date  needed, currently anticipated to be Februa ry 14 through 17, 21 through 24,

and 27, 2017.

10 Order Regarding Consent to Email

or

2 1

1 IT IS  FURTHER ORDERED tha t the he a ring in this  matte r sha ll commence  a t 10:00 a .m.

2 Fe brua ry 13, 2017, in He a ring Room No. 2 a t the  Commiss ion's  office s  a t 1200 We s t Wa shington

3

4

5

6 IT IS  FURTHER ORDERED tha t the  Commis s ion 's time  fra me for this  ma tte r is  he re by

7 extended by 24 da ys .

8 IT IS  FURTHER ORDERED tha t Mr. Botha 's  Reques t is  denied .

9 IT IS  FURTHER ORDERED tha t each pa rty or prospective  pa rty sha llre fe r to  the  Procedura l

Service is sue d in this  ma tte r on June  3, 2016, for a dditiona l

l l informa tion re ga rding the  proce ss  to conse nt to se rvice  by e ma il. Informa tion re ga rding Conse nt to

12 Ema il S e rvice  is  a lso a va ila ble  on the  Commis s ion's  we bs ite  (www.a zcc.gov) by clicking on "Ema il

13 Service  Consent."

14 IT IS  FURTHER ORDERED tha t a ll pa rtie s  mus t comply with Arizona  S upre me  Coiut Rule s

15 hoc vice .

16 IT IS  FURTHER ORDERED tha t the  Ex P a rte  Rule  (A.A.C. R14-3-113 - Una uthorize d

17 Communica tions) applie s  to this  proceeding and sha ll remain in e ffect until the  Commiss ion's  Decis ion

18 in this  matte r is  fina l and non-appea lable .

19 IT IS  FURTHER ORDERED tha t the  Adminis tra tive  Law Judge  may re scind, a lte r, amend,

20 wa ive  a ny portion of this  P roce dura l Orde r e ithe r by s ubs e que nt P roce dura l Orde r or by ruling a t

22 hear1ngDATED this = F f ' ~aay of September.

23

24

25

26

27

28

SARAHN.84114
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
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1

2

3

O n  th is  7 da y of Se pte mbe r, 2016, the  fore going docume nt wa s  file d with Docke t Control a s  a
Procedura l Order - Reschedules  a  Hearing, and copies  of the  foregoing were  mailed on beha lf of the
Hearing Divis ion to the  following who have  not consented to email se rvice . On this  da te  or as  soon as
possible  thereafte r, the  Commission's  eDocke t program will automatica lly email a  link to the  foregoing
to the  following who have  consented to email se rvice .

4

5

6

Thomas Campbell
Micha e l T. He lle r
Lewis  Roca  Rothgerber Chris tie , LLP
201 E. Washington St.
Phoenix, Arizona  85004
Attorneys  for EPCOR Water Arizona , Inc.

Al Gervenack, Director
Government Affa irs  Cha irman
Sun City Wes t Property Owners  &

Res idents  Associa tion
13815 Camino Del Sol
Sun City Wes t, Arizona  85372

7 aLgewenack@porascw.org
rob.rdbbins@po.rascw.org

8

TCampbell@lrrc.com
MHallam@lrrc.com
SHubbard@epcor.com
SMahler@epcor.com

Consented to Service by Email

9 Consented to Service by Email

1 0

Frederick G. Botha
23024 N. Giova ta  Dr.
Sun City Wes t, Arizona  85375

11
I'gbotha45@gmail.com
Consented to Service by Email

1 2

Michele Van Qua them, PLLC
7600 n. 15th St., Suite 150-30
Phoenix, Arizona  85020
Attorney for Verrado Community Associa tion, Inc.,
DMB Verra do Golf I LLC, a nd Verra do ARC LLC

1 3
;nvq@mvqlaw.corn
Consented to Service by Email

1 4

Frances A. Noe, Advisory Committee Chairman
Cross River Homeowners Association
11756 West Daley Lane
Sun City West, Arizona 85373
noeshomes@earthlink.net

1 5
Consented to Service by Email

1 6

Jenna  R. Kohl, Community Executive Officer
Roger G. Willis , Vice Pres ident

Cha ir, Anthem Utilities  Panel
Anthem Community Council, Inc.
3701 West Anthem Way, Suite 201
Anthem, Arizona  85086

Douglas Edwards
13517 W. Sola Drive
Sun city West, Arizona 85375

1 7 jkohl@anthemcounciLco_n;
roger@willis-home.com

d edward979® a yahoo com

1 8
Consented to Service by Email

Consented to Service by Email

1 9

20

2 1

Greg Eisert, Director
Steven Puck, Director
Sun city Home Owners Association
10401 W. Coggins Drive
Sun city, Arizona 85351

Regina Shamiey-Saborsky
Government Affairs Committee Member
Comte Bella Country Club Homeowner's

Association
22155 North Mission Drive
Sun City West, Arizona 85375
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Stephen L. Fribley
10214 West Desert Rock Drive
Sun city, Arizona  85351-1647
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Meghan H. Grabel
Kimberly A. Ruht
Osborn Maledon, P .A.
2929 North Centra l Avenue, SUite 2100
Phoenix, Arizona  85012
Attorneys  for Arizona  Inves tment Council
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Daniel W. Pozefsky
Chief Counsel
Residential Utility Consumer Office
1110 West Washington St., Suite 220
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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Jeffrey w. Crockett
Crockett Law Group PLLC
2198 East Camelback Road, Suite 305
Phoenix, Arizona 85016
Attorneys for Russell Ranch Homeowners'

Association, Inc.
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Willard R. Hansen
12302 Swallow Drive
Sun City West, Arizona 85375
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Michelle Hants
20375 West Springfield Street
Buckeye, Arizona 85396

7

8

Bra d Holm, City Attorney
Monique Cordy, As s is ta nt City Attorney
City of Phoenix
200 West Washington, Suite 1300
Phoenix, Arizona  85003-1611
Attorneys  for City of Phoenix
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Gary T. Os ier, Board Chairman
GPO- 18 Condominium Associa tion
9714 Wes t Gulf Hills  Drive
Sun City, Arizona  85351

Janice Alward, Chief Counsel
Robin R. Mitchell, Attorney
Maureen A. Scott, Senior Sta ff Counsel
Lega l Divis ion
ARIZONA CORP ORATION COMMIS S ION
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona  85007
Attorneys  for the  Utilities  Divis ion
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Greg Patterson
Munger Cha dwick
916 West Adams, Suite 3
Phoenix, Arizona  85007
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